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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply Is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, 
including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this 
application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the 
finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
7/23/07 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and 
of the manner and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, 
concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and 
use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor 
of carrying out his invention. 



3. Claims 32,33,36-38,41-43,46, and 47 rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
written description requirement. The claim (s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a 
way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art 
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that the inventor (s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. 

4. Claims 32,37,42, and 47 recite limitations in which the 
image processing device (i.e. a scanner) obtains a scanner and 
printer driver from an information processing device and 
executes both the scanner driver for carrying out a scanning 
operation and a printer driver for driving the printer. These 
limitations do not appear to be supported by the original 
specification. It seems that the image processing apparatus 
only obtains the printer driver for driving the printer and the 
information processing apparatus executes the scanner driver for 
carrying out scanning operations (see paragraphs 92-100 and 102- 
112) . Clarification is requested and/or appropriate correction 
is required. For the purpose of compact prosecution, the 
Examiner will interpret the claims as they are currently drafted 
(i.e. the image forming apparatus obtains both drivers). 

5. Claims 33,36,38,41,43, and 46 are rejected based on their 
dependency on claims 32,37,42, and 47. 

ClB±m Rejections - 35 USC §101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 



Application/Control Number: 10/773,418 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2182 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, 

manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement 
thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

7. Claims 32,33, and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 
because the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory 
subject matter. 

8. Referring to claim 32,32, and 36 each of the claim 
limitations can be reasonably construed as software modules 
resulting in an apparatus claim consisting entirely of software 
modules, or software per se. Software, per se is non-statutory, 
unless claimed in combination with a computer-readable storage 
medium (see MPEP 2106) . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 32,33,36-38,41-43, and 46are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ouchi (U.S. Patent No. 
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6,628,422) in view of Motoyama et al. (U.S. Pub. No. 
2004/0215744 hereinafter ^^Motoyama") and further in view of 
TCP/IP Illustrated Volume I, The Protocols (author: W. Richard 
Stevens, hereinafter "Stevens") . 

11. Referring to claims 32,37, and 47, Ouchi teaches an 
information processing apparatus connected with an external 
information processing apparatus and a peripheral apparatus via 
a network, the external processing apparatus comprising: 

transfer means for transferring the scanner driver and the 
printer driver from said information processing apparatus 
without receiving a request for obtaining the scanner driver and 
the printer driver from said information image processing 
apparatus (see lines 31-50 of column 7); 

the image processing apparatus comprising: 

obtaining means for obtaining a printer driver delivered 
from the external information processing apparatus (see abstract 
and lines 31-50 of column 7); 

executing means for executing a scanning process to obtain 
data (see lines 17-42 of column 9) ; and 

transmitting means for transmitting the data obtained by 
the scanning processes (see lines 17-42 of column 9); 
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wherein said transmitting means is executed by the printer 
driver to cause a print service in the peripheral device to 
print the data obtained by the scanning process (see lines 55-67 
of column 9) . 

Ouchi fails to teach the scanner receives a scanner driver 
for executing the scanning process and fails to teach the print 
service is called remotely using a remote procedure call 
implemented in the printer driver. 

Motoyama teaches, in an information processing apparatus, a 
peripheral, which may be a scanner obtaining its own driver to 
execute scanning operations (see paragraph 3) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
teachings of Ouchi with the above teachings of Motoyama in order 
to store the most recent version of the driver within the device 
to make it available to other devices on the network as 
suggested by Motoyama (see paragraph 3) . 

Stevens teaches, in a networking environment, the use of 
remote procedure calls is efficient network programming practice 
and provides a layer of abstraction which allows for code reuse 
(see page 4 62) . For these reasons, it would have been obvious 
to modify the combination of Ouchi and Motoyama with the above 
teachings of Stevens. 
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12, Referring to claims 33,38, and 43, the combination of 
Ouchi, Motoyama, and Stevens the image processing apparatus, 
further comprising driving means for, after obtaining the device 
scanner driver and the printer driver, executing the device 
scanner driver and the printer driver in response to completion 
of preparation of the device scanner driver and the printer 
driver to drive the peripheral device (see Ouchi lines 31-50 of 
column 7, wherein the driver is disclosed. Incorporating the 
teachings of Motoyama the printing operations would not be able 
to be carried out until the drivers have completed the 
installation process. 

13. Referring to claims 36,41, and 46, Stevens teaches, in a 
networking environment, the use of remote procedure calls is 
efficient network programming practice and provides a layer of 
abstraction which allows for code reuse (see page 4 62) . For 
these reasons, it would have been obvious to modify the 
combination of Ouchi and Motoyama with the above teachings of 
Stevens . 
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ResponsB to Argruments 

14. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 32,37,42, and 
47 have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Eron J. 
Sorrell whose telephone number is 571 272-4160. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00AM - 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Kim Huynh can be 
reached on 571-272-4147. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 

(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 

(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

EJS 

September 3, 2007 




